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Generally, a term is ended when it is adjourned finally or sine die or is continued or adjourned without fixing a time 
to reconvene. 


Despite some authority to the contrary with regard to an adjournment subject to call,! and a failure to adjourn to a specific 
time,” the rule adopted under some decisions is that a term is ended when it is adjourned finally or sine die or is continued 
or adjourned without fixing a time to reconvene.” On the other hand, an adjournment to a later day in the term does not end 
the term or deprive the judges of control over the proceedings.“ Furthermore, the declaration of a recess by the judge does not 
terminate the term,” and the court does not have jurisdiction to hear and determine a motion for a new trial after the term of 


a special court has ended.° 


Adjourned term. 


Although there is authority for the view that an adjourned term is a distinct and separate term,’ other courts have determined 
that a legally adjourned term of court is not a distinct, independent term but is rather regarded as a continuance or part of the 


same term.® 
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